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Today, as a society, we cannot escape the knowledge that necessary and benefi-
cial human activities often degrade our natural environment. We are acutely
aware that the "business of life"- growing, packaging, transporting, and prepar-
ing food; producing consumer and industrial goods; providing information and
services; and generating the energy required to conduct these activities -creates
by-products which stay with us long after the "business" is concluded. The time
has passed when we could either ignore the effects of human activities on the envi-
ronment or blame adverse impacts solely on government and industry.
The publication of Rachel Carson's book Silent Spring in 1962 is frequently
cited as the event which sparked the environmental movement and, incidentally,
the practice of environmental law as a specialization in the United States.' Al-
though her main targets were pesticide manufacturers and government regulators
who had encouraged the widespread use of synthetic pesticides, Carson believed
that the public had a responsibility to learn about environmental hazards and to
respond to them:
[W]e have put poisonous and biologically potent chemicals indiscriminately into the
hands of persons largely or wholly ignorant of their potentials for harm ....
... [W]e have allowed these chemicals to be used with little or no advance in-
vestigation of their effect on soil, water, wildlife, and man himself. Future genera-
tions are unlikely to condone our lack of prudent concern for the integrity of the
natural world that supports all life ....
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It is the public that is being asked to assume the risks that the insect controllers
calculate. The public must decide whether it wishes to continue on the present road,
and it can do so only when in full possession of the facts.2
The American public responded to the challenges of Carson and others with a dra-
matic increase in environmental activism during the 1960's and 1970's. As new
environmental hazards were discovered (or came to the attention of voters), Con-
gress responded to the public's concerns. As a result, a legal specialty was born.
Lawyers who hoped to develop their practices with an emphasis on environmental
matters reacted with glee as they saw the practice opportunities expand, yet they
also wondered whether it was humanly possible to keep up with the evolution of
environmental law as Congress enacted statute after statute: the National Envi-
ronmental Policy Act of 1969,' the Clean Air Act of 1970,' the Clean Water Act of
1972,' the Federal Environmental Pesticide Control Act of 1972,6 the Toxic Sub-
stances Control Act of 1976,' the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act of
1976,8 and the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Li-
ability Act of 1980.' These, of course, are only some of the federal statutes that
provide for pollution control and environmental protection. Environmental law-
yers also have been required to master an abundance of federal regulations
promulgated pursuant to those statutes, as well as state law, both statutory and ad-
ministrative.
Just as members of our society as a whole have come to understand that all of us
have environmental responsibilities, so too have the members of the legal commu-
nity begun to learn that environmental law cannot be left solely to specialists. The
breadth of federal and state regulation relating to the environment is too great for
that; too many human activities are affected.
The subjects of the articles appearing in this symposium demonstrate my point.
Martin Jelliffe and Alfred Light discuss two different aspects of third-party liabil-
ity under CERCLA: the unsettling - to the uninitiated - idea that one might be
liable for the costs of cleaning up environmental messes created by others just be-
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cause one has loaned them money1" or bought a company. " Ronald Rychlak12 and
Casey Jarman and Richard McLaughlin 3 examine a controversy over Mississip-
pi's tidelands that will significantly affect thousands of people on the Mississippi
Gulf Coast. Demonstrating the impact of environmental law on the "business of
life" for lawyers and their clients -making loans, acquiring businesses, owning
and developing properties -these articles should interest not only environmental
lawyers and lawyers who represent clients with a direct stake in the subjects under
discussion; they should interest all lawyers who wish to have a better understand-
ing of the astonishing degree to which environmental concerns affect our lives and
our practices.
10. Jelliffe, Lender Liability under CERCLA: A Game of Chance or a Game of Skill?, 11 Miss. C.L. REV. 39
(1990).
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